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Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is responsive to the amendment filed on November 1 st, 2005. Claims 
47-91 directed to a web browser and method for "Selective Synchronization of Web 
Browsers" are pending. Claims 1-46 are canceled. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the objection to the 
submitted Declaration. The aforementioned objection is hereby withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 47-91 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

DUPLICATE CLAIMS WARNING 

4. Applicant is advised that should claims 53, 67, 72, 74 be found allowable, 
claims 79, 76, 89, 83 and 80 and any other claims that are deemed duplicate will be 
objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being substantial duplicates thereof. When two 
claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both 
cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing 
one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. 
See MPEP § 706.03(k). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 77 and 88 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12 1J2, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the claimed invention. A reasonable artisan skilled in the art could not 
comprehend the claims as written. The claims recite: "... including a property ..." 
property is undefined within the claim language. It is not clear what the boundary of the 
claim is. Hence, the scope of the claim is unascertainable. 

However, in order to expedite a more complete examination the Examiner 
asserts that this limitation is understood as: " location ." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 47-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fin et al. (US 6,240,444) in view of Jolissaint et al (US 6,463,149) . 

Fin teaches a web browser and browser method permit the display of web pages 
and dynamic effects related to displayed objects to be selectively synchronized for a 
plurality of browsers. (See abstract). 
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Claim 47 : 

Referring to claim 47, Fin teaches a web browser comprising: 

(a) a interface to display a shared input object and detect an input related to said 
input object; (See fig. 5A) (Web browser window) 

(b) an event manager to register an association of said shared input object and 
an event including at least one location attribute said location attribute comprising 
at least one of: (See col. 5, lines 29-36; col. 6, lines 42-45, 54-65). 

(i) a function conditioning the occurrence of said event on the location of 
said input; and 

(ii) a function limiting the location or location at which said event is to be 
presented; 

(c) a layout engine to generate said event in response to said detection of said 
input and confirmation of said association of said event and said input object; and 
(See col. 17, lines 10-27; col. 6, line 65 to col. 8, line 2). 

(d) a synchronization manager directing notification of a remote web browser of 
said event in response to detection of a location attribute specifying said remote 
browser as said location of said occurrence. (See col. 5, lines 63 to col. 6, line 3). 
Fin does not explicitly teach limitations (i) and/or (ii). However, Jolissaint explicitly 

teaches said limitations at col. 5, lines 45-65. Hence, it would have been obvious at the 
time of the invention for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to use the Web page 
sharing taught by Fin with the web page synchronization system as disclosed by 
Jolissaint. Motivation, in this case, comes not from the reference itself but from the 
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knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. One would have 
recognized that in a business, educational, or other controlled environment wherein a 
large number of users continually utilize collaborative browsing software, it would have 
been advantageous to integrate the surrogate into the browser to significantly reduce 
the load placed on the server. Users would then have immediate and seamless access 
to the collaborative browsing features. 
Claim 48 : 

Referring to claim 48, Fin teaches the apparatus of claim 47 further comprising a 
communication manager to transmit said notification to said remote web browser in 
response to said direction of said synchronization manager and to receive 
communication from said remote web browser including a notification of a receiving 
apparatus as a location of an occurrence of an event. (See col. 6, lines 45-48; col. 8, 
lines 36-51; col. 16, lines 52-61). 
Claim 49 : 

Referring to claim 49, Fin teaches the apparatus of claim 48 further comprising a 
script engine to alter a displayed object in response to an event. 
(See col. 17, lines 33^2; col. 6, lines 26-29). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

9. Claims 50-53, 56-57, 59-66, 84, 86-88, 90-91 are rejected under 35 USC § 
102(b) as being anticipated by Fin et al. (US 6,240,444). 

Jolissaint teaches a web page synchronization system and method. (See title). 
Claim 50 (new) 

A method comprising the steps of: 

(a) detecting an input associated with an object in a shared display of a web 
browser: ( See col. 5, lines 48-49 - responding to a user telephone call is 
equivalent to detecting an input associated with an object) 

(b) detecting a location attribute associated with said object, said location 
attribute comprising at least one of: ( See col. 5, lines 51-53 .) (device icon has 
location attribute associated with it.) 

(i) a function conditioning the occurrence of an event on the location 

of said input; and (See col. 5, lines 54-56.) (the icon being placed at a grid 
position is equivalent to conditioning the occurrence of an event on the location.) 

(ii) a function limiting the location at which an event is to be 
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presented; and (See col. 5, lines 54-56.) (the icon being placed at a grid 
position limits the location at which the event of placing the icon is to be 
presented.) 

(c) producing an effect based on said location attribute. (See col. 5, lines 54-56.) 
(the effect is to perform automated call processing.) 
Claim 51 (new) : 

The method of claim 50 where said location attribute comprises a function conditioning 
the occurrence of an event on the location of said input. (See col. 5, lines 54-56.) (the 
icon being placed at a grid position is equivalent to conditioning the occurrence of an 
event on the location.) 
Claim 52 (new): 

The method of claim 50 where said location attribute comprises a function limiting the 
location at which an event is to be presented. (See col. 5, lines 54-56.) (the icon being 
placed at a grid position limits the location at which the event of placing the icon is to be 
presented.) 
Claim 53 (new) : 

The method of claim 50 where said effect comprises loading a web page on a web 
browser specified by said location attribute. ( See col. 5, lines 57-62 .) 
Claim 56 (new) : 

The method of claim 50 where said effect dynamically alters said object. ( See col. 5, 
lines 45-65 .) 
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Claim 57(new) : 

The method of claim 56 where said object is dynamically altered on the display of 
at least one of a web browser at which said input was detected and another web 
browser. ( See col. 5, lines 45-65 .) 
Claim 59 (new): 

The method of claim 50 where said effect comprises loading a web page in a frame 
specified by said location attribute. ( See col. 5, lines 55-60 .) 
Claim 60 (new) : 

The method of claim 50 where said effect comprises loading said web page in a 
frame displayed by at least one of a web browser on which said input was detected and 
another web browser. ( See col. 7, claim 1 .) 
Claim 61 (new) : 

The method of claim 60 where said web browser at which said input was detected 
and said another web browser are engaged in a synchronized display session. ( See col. 
5, line 60 and col. 7, claim 1 .) 
Claim 62 (new) : 

The method of claim 50 where said effect is displayed on at least one web browser of a 
plurality of synchronized web browsers, said at least one web browser identified by said 
location attribute. ( See col. 5, line 60 and col. 7, claim 1 .) 
Claim 63 (new): 

The method of claim 50 where said effect is produced in a frame of a web browser 
display specified by said location attribute. ( See col. 5, lines 45-60 .) 
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Claim 64 (new): 

The method of claim 50 where said effect is produced in response to an input at a web 
browser specified by said location attribute. ( See col. 5, lines 45-60 .) 
Claim 65 (new): 

The method of claim 50 further comprising the step of generating an event in response 
to said input, said event producing at least one other said location attribute associated 
with at least one of said object and one or more other object. ( See col. 5, lines 45-60 .) 
Claim 66 (new) : 

The method of claim 50 further comprising the steps of: 

(a) registering an association of said effect and said object associated with said input; 
and ( See col. 5, lines 45-60 .) 

b) in response to said input, confirming said association of said object and said event. 
( See col. 5, lines 45-60 .) 
Claim 84 (new): 

A method comprising the steps of: 

(a) detecting an input at a local web browser; ( See col. 5, lines 48-49 - 
responding to a user telephone call is equivalent to detecting an input associated 
with an object) 

(b) generating an event in response to said input; ( See col. 5, lines 51-53 .) 
(device icon has location attribute associated with it.) 

(c) detecting at least one location attribute associated with said event, said 
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location attribute comprising at least one of: ( See col. 5, lines 51-53 .) (device 
icon has location attribute associated with it.) 

(i) a function conditioning the occurrence of an action manipulating a 
shared object on the location of said input; and (See col. 5, lines 54-56.) 
(the icon being placed at a grid position is equivalent to conditioning the 
occurrence of an event on the location.) 

(ii) a function limiting the location at which an action manipulating a 
shared object is to be presented; and (See col. 5, lines 54-56.) (the icon 

being placed at a grid position limits the location at which the event of placing the 
icon is to be presented.) 

(d) executing said action to manipulate said shared object based on said location 
attribute. (See col. 5, lines 54-56.) (the effect is to perform automated call 
processing.) 
Claim 86 (new) : 

The method of claim 85 where said action is executed in a frame displayed by at least 
one of said local and said remote web browsers. ( See col. 5, lines 45-60 .) 
Claim 87(new): 

The method of claim 84 where the step of generating an event in response to said 
input comprises the steps of: 

(a) registering an association of said event and an input object; ( See col. 5, lines 45-60 .) 

(b) detecting said input at a display location corresponding to said input object; and 
( See col. 5. lines 48-49 
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(c) confirming said association in response to said input; and ( See col. 5, lines 48-49 

(d) generating said event in response to said confirmation. ( See col. 5, lines 48-49 
Claim 88 (new): 

The method of claim 84 where said location attribute specifies a source for said 
user input, said method further comprising the step of confirming that said source of 
said user input is a browser including a location equivalent to said source specified by 
said location attribute. ( See col. 5, lines 45-60 .) 
Claim 90 (new) : 

The method of claim 89 further comprising the step of manipulating said object in a 
frame displayed by said remote web browser in response to detection of a location 
attribute of said event specifying a frame displayed by said remote browser. ( See col. 5, 
lines 45-60 .) 
Claim 91 (new): 

The method of claim 90 wherein said action comprises loading a web page. ( See col. 5, 
lines 55-60 .) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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11. Claims 54, 55, 58, 67-83, 85, 89 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jolissaint et al (US 6,463,149 in view of Anupam et al. (US 
6,353,851) . 

Jolissaint teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a web page 
synchronization system and method. (See title). 
Claim 54 (new) : 

The method of claim 50 where said effect comprises loading a web page on at least one 
of a web browser at which said input was detected and another web browser. 

Jolissaint teaches producing an effect based on said location attribute. (See col. 
5, lines 54-56) but does not specifically teach loading a web page on at least one of a 
web browser at which said input was detected and another web browser. However, 
Anupam explicitly discloses such limitation at col. 21, lines 9-17. Hence, it would have 
been obvious at the time of the invention for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to use 
the web page synchronization system as disclosed by Jolissaint with the Web page 
sharing taught by Anupam. Motivation, in this case, comes not from the reference itself 
but from the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. One would 
have recognized that in a business, educational, or other controlled environment 
wherein a large number of users continually utilize collaborative browsing software, it 
would have been advantageous to integrate the surrogate into the browser to 
significantly reduce the load placed on the server. Users would then have immediate 
and seamless access to the collaborative browsing features. 
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Claim 55 (new) : 

The method of claim 54 where said web browser at which said input was detected 
and said another web browser are engaged in a synchronized display session. ( See col. 
5, lines 55-65 .) 
Claim 58 (new) : 

The method of claim 57 where said web browser at which said input was detected 
and said another web browser are engaged in a synchronized display session. 

Jolissaint teaches detecting an input associated with an object in a shared 
display of a web browser: ( See col. 5, lines 48-49 but does not specifically teach two 
web browsers engaged in a synchronized display session. However, Anupam explicitly 
discloses such limitation at col. 2 t lines 58-62. Hence, it would have been obvious at the 
time of the invention for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to use the Web page 
synchronization taught by Jolissaint with the web sharing taught by Anupam. Motivation, 
in this case, comes not from the reference itself but from the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. One would have recognized that in a 
business, educational, or other controlled environment wherein a large number of users 
continually utilize collaborative browsing software, it would have been advantageous to 
integrate the surrogate into the browser to significantly reduce the load placed on the 
server. Users would then have immediate and seamless access to the collaborative 
browsing features. 
Claim 67(new) : 

The method of claim 50 further comprising the steps of: 
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(a) sending a synchronization command from a first web browser to a second web 
browser in response to detection of said location attribute specifying said second web 
browser as said location for said effect; and 

(b) producing said effect at said second browser in response to said synchronization 
command. 

Jolissaint teaches producing an effect based on said location attribute. (See col. 
5, lines 54-56) but does not specifically the limitations of above claim. However, 
Anupam explicitly discloses such limitation at col. 2, lines 57-65. Hence, it would have 
been obvious at the time of the invention for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to use 
the web page synchronization system as disclosed by Jolissaint with the Web page 
sharing taught by Anupam. Motivation, in this case, comes not from the reference itself 
but from the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. One would 
have recognized that in a business, educational, or other controlled environment 
wherein a large number of users continually utilize collaborative browsing software, it 
would have been advantageous to integrate the surrogate into the browser to 
significantly reduce the load placed on the server. Users would then have immediate 
and seamless access to the collaborative browsing features. 
Claim 68 (new) : 

The method of claim 67 where said step of producing said effect comprises the step of 
loading a web page on a remote web browser. ( See col. 5, lines 45-60 .) 
Claim 69 (new) : The method of claim 68 further comprising the step of loading said web 
page on a local web browser at which said input was detected. ( See col. 5, lines 13-60 .) 
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Claim 70 (new) : 

The method of claim 69 wherein said remote web browser and said local web browser 
are engaged in a synchronized display session. 

Jolissaint teaches detecting an input associated with an object in a shared 
display of a web browser: ( See col. 5, lines 48-49 but does not specifically teach two 
web browsers engaged in a synchronized display session. However, Anupam explicitly 
discloses such limitation at col. 2, lines 58-62. Hence, it would have been obvious at the 
time of the invention for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to use the Web page 
synchronization taught by Jolissaint with the web sharing taught by Anupam. Motivation, 
in this case, comes not from the reference itself but from the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. One would have recognized that in a 
business, educational, or other controlled environment wherein a large number of users 
continually utilize collaborative browsing software, it would have been advantageous to 
integrate the surrogate into the browser to significantly reduce the load placed on the 
server. Users would then have immediate and seamless access to the collaborative 
browsing features. 
Claim 71 (new): 

The method of claim 67 where said step of producing said effect comprises the 

step of dynamically altering said object as displayed by a remote web browser. ( See col. 

5, lines 45-65 .) 

Claim 72 (new): 

The method of claim 67 further comprising the step of dynamically altering said 
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object as displayed on a local web browser at which said input was detected. ( See col. 
5, lines 45-65 .) 
Claim 73 (new) : 

The method of claim 72 where said remote web browser and said local web browser 
are engaged in a synchronized display session. 

Jolissaint teaches detecting an input associated with an object in a shared 
display of a web browser: ( See col. 5, lines 48-49 but does not specifically teach two 
web browsers engaged in a synchronized display session. However, Anupam explicitly 
discloses such limitation at col. 2 t lines 58-62. Hence, it would have been obvious at the 
time of the invention for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to use the Web page 
synchronization taught by Jolissaint with the web sharing taught by Anupam. Motivation, 
in this case, comes not from the reference itself but from the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. One would have recognized that in a 
business, educational, or other controlled environment wherein a large number of users 
continually utilize collaborative browsing software, it would have been advantageous to 
integrate the surrogate into the browser to significantly reduce the load placed on the 
server. Users would then have immediate and seamless access to the collaborative 
browsing features. 
Claim 74 (new) : 

The method of claim 67 where said effect comprises loading a web page in a frame 
specified by said location attribute. ( See col. 5, lines 55-60 .) 



Application/Control Number: 09/823,210 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2157 

Claim 75 (new) : 

The method of claim 74 where said frame is displayed by said first web browser. ( See 
col. 5, lines 45-60 .) 
Claim 76 (new): 

The method of claim 50 further comprising the steps of: 

(a) sending a synchronization command from a first web browser to a second web 
browser in response to detection of said location attribute specifying said first web 
browser as a location for said input; and 

(b) producing said effect on at least one of said first and said second web browsers. 

Jolissaint teaches producing an effect based on said location attribute. (See col. 
5, lines 54-56) but does not specifically the limitations of above claim. However, 
Anupam explicitly discloses such limitation at col. 2, lines 57-65. Hence, it would have 
been obvious at the time of the invention for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to use 
the web page synchronization system as disclosed by Jolissaint with the Web page 
sharing taught by Anupam. Motivation, in this case, comes not from the reference itself 
but from the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. One would 
have recognized that in a business, educational, or other controlled environment 
wherein a large number of users continually utilize collaborative browsing software, it 
would have been advantageous to integrate the surrogate into the browser to 
significantly reduce the load placed on the server. Users would then have immediate 
and seamless access to the collaborative browsing features. 
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Claim 77(new): 

The method of claim 76 wherein said step of sending said synchronization command 
from said first web browser to said second web browser comprises the steps of: 

(a) detecting said location attribute specifying a location of a source of said input; 

(b) confirming that said property of said web browser at which said input was 
detected conforms to said property specified by said location attribute; and 

(c) sending said synchronization command to said second web browser in response to 
said confirmation. 

Jolissaint teaches detecting said location attribute specifying a location. ( See col. 
5, lines 51-53 ) but does not specifically the limitations of above claim. However, 
Anupam explicitly discloses such limitation at col. 2, lines 57-65. Hence, it would have 
been obvious at the time of the invention for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to use 
the web page synchronization system as disclosed by Jolissaint with the Web page 
sharing taught by Anupam. Motivation, in this case, comes not from the reference itself 
but from the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. One would 
have recognized that in a business, educational, or other controlled environment 
wherein a large number of users continually utilize collaborative browsing software, it 
would have been advantageous to integrate the surrogate into the browser to 
significantly reduce the load placed on the server. Users would then have immediate 
and seamless access to the collaborative browsing features. 



Application/Control Number: 09/823,210 Page 15 

Art Unit: 2157 

Claim 78 (new) : 

The method of claim 77 further comprising the step of loading a web page at second 
web browser in response to said synchronization command. ( See col. 5, lines 13-60 .) 
Claim 79 (new) : 

The method of claim 78 further comprising the step of loading a web page at said first 
web browser in response to said location attribute. ( See col. 5, lines 57-62 .) 
Claim 80 (new) : 

The method of claim 79 further comprising the step of loading a web page in a frame 
displayed by said first web browser in response to said location attribute. ( See col. 5, 
lines 55-60 .) 
Claim 81 (new) : 

The method of claim 77 further comprising the step of loading a web page in a frame 
displayed by said second web browser in response to said synchronization command. 
( See col. 5, line 60 and col. 7, claim 1 .) 
Claim 82 (new) : 

The method of claim 77 further comprising dynamically altering an object displayed by 
said second web browser in response to said synchronization command. ( See col. 5, 
lines 45-65 .) 
Claim 83 (new) : 

The method of claim 82 further comprising the step of dynamically altering an object 
displayed by said first web browser in response to said location attribute. ( See col. 5, 
lines 45-65 .) 
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Claim 85 (new) : 

The method of claim 84 where said action is executed at one or more of said local web 
browser and at least one remote web browser. 

Jolissaint teaches producing an effect based on said location attribute. [See col. 
5, lines 54-56) but does not specifically teach loading a web page on at least one of a 
web browser at which said input was detected and another web browser. However, 
Anupam explicitly discloses such limitation at col. 21 , lines 9-17. Hence, it would have 
been obvious at the time of the invention for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to use 
the web page synchronization system as disclosed by Jolissaint with the Web page 
sharing taught by Anupam. Motivation, in this case, comes not from the reference itself 
but from the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. One would 
have recognized that in a business, educational, or other controlled environment 
wherein a large number of users continually utilize collaborative browsing software, it 
would have been advantageous to integrate the surrogate into the browser to 
significantly reduce the load placed on the server. Users would then have immediate 
and seamless access to the collaborative browsing features. 
Claim 89 (new) : 

The method of claim 84 wherein the step executing said action to manipulate said 
shared object based on said location attribute comprises the step of: 
(a) sending a synchronization command from a local web browser to a remote web 
browser in response to detection of a location attribute specifying said remote web 
browser as said location for said action; and 
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(b) executing said action to manipulate said object at said remote web browser in 
response to said synchronization command. 

Joiissaint teaches producing an effect based on said location attribute. (See col. 
5, lines 54-56) but does not specifically the limitations of above claim. However, 
Anupam explicitly discloses such limitation at col. 2, lines 57-65. Hence, it would have 
been obvious at the time of the invention for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art to use 
the web page synchronization system as disclosed by Joiissaint with the Web page 
sharing taught by Anupam. Motivation, in this case, comes not from the reference itself 
but from the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. One would 
have recognized that in a business, educational, or other controlled environment 
wherein a large number of users continually utilize collaborative browsing software, it 
would have been advantageous to integrate the surrogate into the browser to 
significantly reduce the load placed on the server. Users would then have immediate 
and seamless access to the collaborative browsing features. 
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1 2. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Emmanuel Coffy whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3997. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-3997. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Emmanuel Coffy 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2157 
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